In the Results section of our article with subheading ''Transcriptional Differences Emerge from a Sharp Boundary along the ProximalDistal Axis,'' in one instance we inadvertently used the word ''proximal'' instead of ''distal''. We incorrectly stated that ''94.8% of RSC-projecting cells colabeled with proximal marker genes; n = 250 labeled cells from 2 sections in 1 animal, Fig. 2F ; 0.0% of RSC-projecting cells colabeled with proximal marker genes, n = 236 labeled cells from 2 sections in 1 animal, Fig. S2J .'' The correct sentence is ''94.8% of RSC-projecting cells colabeled with distal marker genes; n = 250 labeled cells from 2 sections in 1 animal, Fig. 2F ; 0.0% of RSC-projecting cells colabeled with proximal marker genes, n = 236 labeled cells from 2 sections in 1 animal, Fig. S2J .'' This error, which has been corrected online and in the print version, does not affect the conclusions in the study, and we apologize for any inconvenience that it may have caused.
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